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Application/Control Number: 1 0/622,91 6 Paqe 2 

Art Unit: 1754 ' * 

Claims 69-89 are rejected under 35 (J.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. There is no "description support" in the 
original specification for all the limitations recited in claims 69-89. For example, in 
ncliam 69 there is no support for producing the oxides of iron and manganese by 
thermally reducing hydroxides of iropn and manganese. In claim 70, there is no support 
for pretreating by adding zeolites. In claims 71 , 72, 76 , 77 and 81 , there is no support 
for the temperature limitations recited therein. In claims 73, 78 and 83, there is no 
support for pretreating salts of iron and manganese to produce hydroxides of iron and 
manganese. In claim 82, there is no support for providing zeolites in contact with the 
getter material. In claim 79, there is no support for gettering "at least" oxygen 
contaminants from the stream of ammonia. In claims 84-86, there is no support for 
reducing the levels of oxygen to the recited values. In claim 89, there is no support for 
flowing the stream of gaseous ammonia over a dryer material. 

Claims 69-89 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. In claim 69, line 4, there is no antecedent basis for 
"said oxides". In claim 79, line 4, there is no antecedent basis for "oxygen 
contaminants". In claim 70, it is indefinite as to what is being treated in the "pretreatment 
step". In claims 73 and 83, it is indefinite as to whether the "hydroxides of iron and 
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manganese" would necessarily be the "hydroxides of iron and manganese" as recited in 
claims 69 and 79, respectively. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 69-89 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Kobayashi et al (of record). 
Kobayashi et al disclose a method which includes the step of passing ammonia over a 
catalyst which may comprise Fe and Mn. (See the Abstract and col. 9, lines 47-56.) 
Oxygen contaminants would inherently be removed from the ammonia in the process of 
Kobayashi et al. Regarding claim 69, Kobayashi et al disclose a reaction temperature 
of 10 C to 0 C at col. 10, lines 34-37. 

Claim 87 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 (b) in failing to differ substantially 
from claim 79, in that the stream would inherently be contacted with the geter material in 
the process recited in claim 79. 

Claim 1 is allowed 
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